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ABSTRACT 

This paper presents r set of arguments in support of 
maintaining a cabinet-level Department of Education. It first traces 
the history of the federal role in education, which was established 
early in the history of the United States and has evolved over the 
docades through a series of specific responses to the nation *s 
educational needs. It has never been as a comprehensive plan to 
nationalize American education. The next chapter presents a threefold 
rationale for federal involvement in education: to broaden access to 
education, to enhance the quality of education, and to provide 
financial assistance to local school districts. Federal education 
programs are needed because (1) state and local agencies are unable 
or unwilling to protect the political, economic, and educational 
rights of the disadvantaged; (2) improvement of the education system 
is a constant and important goal; (3) the federal government's tax 
base is broader, and its taxes are less regressive than state and 
local taxes; and (4) certain activities, such as research and 
information collection and dissemination, ar^ solely national level 
functions. A series of appendixes provide a fact sheet on the Reagan 
Administration's proposals to dismantle the Department of Education 
and a summary of the accomplishments of the department, along with a 
letter to Congress describing right*-wing attacks on the Department of 
Education, and a list of national associations supporting the 
Department of Education Coalition. (TE) 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
THE FEDERAL ROLE IN EDUCATION 

There is a legitimate role for the Federal government to play in education of Ameriwn 
dtizem? -niat wle was first recognized by Congress in 1787 and has been remforced numerous 
times since. The Federal role in education has three essential purposes: 

• To broaden access to education. 

• To enhance the quality of education. 

• To provide financial assistance to local school districts. 

In 1979 Congress passed, and the President signed, legislation estabUshing a Department of 
EducaJiom Todayf^oth^^^ Department and the entire Federal role are being attacked as un- 
necessary— or worse. 

This paper traces the history of the Federal role in education, explains the rationale for it, and 
presents the wisdom of maintaining a Cabinet department. 
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Food for Thousht 



"Only the educated are free.' 
"Efictetm 



"Education 
enslave." 



makes a people easy to lead, but difficult to drive; easy to govem. but impossible to 
-Lord Brougham 



"Education is the transmission of civilization." 
-VfmandAHelDurant 

"The school is the last expenditure upon which America should be wUling to economize." 

-nte ultimate victory of tomorrov. is democracy, and through democracy education, for no people 
S^^ll th?S mbe kept eternally ignorant or entemally enslaved. 

-Franklin D. Roosevelt 

"A child miseducated is a child lost." 
-John F. Kennedy 

-^Lyndon B. Johnson 

"No poor, niral. weak or buck person should ever again luve to bear the b^^^^ 
of tte opporttiiity for an education, a job, or simple jusUcc. 

-Jimmy Carter 

"Why should we subsidize inteUectual curiosity?" 
-Ronald Reagan 



5 



3 



Preftce 

In six months since the Federal Role in Education was first printed there have been 
numerious Administration attempts to dismantle the Department of Education. 

February 1982. The budget submitted to the Congress by President Rcapm proposes a 
FoundtSr Education As^Unce rather than a Cabinet-level Department. The Foun^Uo^ 
deSbed in Appendix A. would be a politicaUy domirwtcd sheU pnmardy for Wock pants t^^^^^^ 
SSS CongreSonal budgets have rejected the Fo|«d^o" <»?f ^^'^ S?f ^^^^^ 
the existing structure. No Administration dismantling biU has been submitted to the appropnate 

Committees for action. 

March 1982. In the context of the budget fight the Defense ^V^nmtnX JobWes hM>jly for 
the trawfer of impact aid to their Department with no resistance from the Department of Education. 
TJ^i ^vL^&yc^m^^m is b^n to increase the funding for impact aid as an education 
program. 

Anril 1982 Also within the budget fight the Administration proposes to repeal the transfer 
of DepSrtmenI DeSe Overseas Schools to Education and additionally to m<>ve 
on ceSn miUtary bases (Section 6 schools) to Defense as weU. Senate action has ueen taken to 
«p2m^ DoDK school transfer which we hope to ultimately defeat in ttie House and then m 
Snference. On a voice vote the Senate defeated the further transfer of schools from Education 
to defense* 

The Department of Education coalition has toif>^J»«l;°^ lift rlS^ 

A list of the organizations has been included in Appendix C. The strength of that Coahtion and 
fhroppoSfioX^^ the Federal role in education is grdwing^umerous press statements 
note this trend. For example: ' 

"Whether the United States should or should not have a cabinetlevel Department 
of Education is an issue with vaUd arguments on both sides, but it is also an issue 
that wiU certainly be resolved in favor, of t department, either now or m the near 
future. The historical trend that started with the Eisenhower Adnunisteation s 
National Defense Education Act in the 1950;s and raptured ^^^^f^^'^^l^. 
and Secondary, Higher Education and Vocational Education Acts m the 1 960 s is 
not to be denied. It was further soUdified in the 1970's as both Democratic and 
RepubUcan Administrations augmented legislation and inaeascd appropriations. 

Harold Howe II 

Former U.S. Commission of Education 
New York Times 
December, 1981 
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"iriiiin. the Deoartment of Education is turning out to be harder ttun ite would-be 
^imSTmt^outrii^t aboUtion. originaUy pledged by President 
SSS^Tor^SSSr^tion into a foundation for educational asastence. favored 
b^Tn Ml?S«taryofEd'^^^ Congress appears 

in no mood to rescind what it so recently created. . . . 

"A foundation patterned after the National Science Foundation, would have no 
re^UtioTin^^e^binet or in any other part of the Gfy«™nf .^w 
It therefore could not determine or enforce national pohacs, tiius 

"But Bob Brink, a staff member of the House Cbmmittee <>" ^^^SttS^"' 
tions. which wodd have to deal with any such proposal, says the conumttec » 
Sn^ to sw^t the Administration is going to do.' Sofw.headds, its^en 
o^Sfe^tfS ^Sther.' The membe«. he says have 'tt^^^^ 
Sons about any restructuring now* and many considw it ody a smokwcreen tor 
SS* bud^Ste^ comr^ttee won't act. Mr. Brink felt. HmtU there's some- 
thing real on paper.'" 



F^edM. KecMnger 
New York Times 
April 17, 1982 



action to dismantle the Federal role. 

lead in assuring a continued federal role for education. 

The NationalGovemorsAssocUtion under the l^«»««^iP°^,^,!^^^^^^ 
Gov. Bob Graham (D-FL). reaffirmed in February a strong federal role for education, 
components: 

rn Access should be guaranteed to educational programs and student financial 
iSia for idl s^ts without regard to famUy income, race, national 
SX^rSappingconditiorStudentsshod^^ . 
dueproce» procedures for the settlement of any avxl nghts complamt. 

n\ Sr^eial vovulatlons exist that are "at risk*' in standard educational programs. 
SsffiSud^the handicapped, limited E^e^^Jl^ilf 
tSy disadvantaged, migrants, refugees, institutionalized youth, and 
residents of Indian reservations. 

(3) Research and development should be t^o"8h "ational as w^^^^^ 

S^tStocalefforte. It should be supported through a .«nety of m^^^^ 
Sr^ inclSg postsecondary and associated research centen. Apphcation 
c^fSiSSolo^esstould be emphasized. Implementing and 
^SSew m °th^^^ is in the national interest, as is the dissemmation 
of successful efforts. 



(4) Ptepartng the workforce by providing special programs for both youth ar»d 
adults is in the national interest. Federal emphasis should be on idenUfr 
. cation of occupations in high demand. Federal financial assistance should 
be targeted to prognuns related to those occupations, and to individuals 
preparing for these occupations. 

The activity of the last six months has reinforced the need for Association members to under 
stand the "Federal Role in Elucation" and to work toward the goal of preserving a steong depart- 
ment as a partner in the abinet in order to assure equal educational opportumty, enhance the 
quaUty of education, and provide fuiandal assistance to locally operated schools. 
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1— A PbOosophjr of Edusstion 

never «a be," not«l TiomB Jeffmon. <!^^I^^^?^^^^^„A as b-.dng. funding 
r>al of a. .ducted An.en.^^otoa^- ^ *. of^rt ^ , mpiad of other issues, we 
£tSr«j:Cri^™^iS^--«« froS. funa^enu. pHncipIes. 

The ^position ttat the fede». Vtr^^o^t^^ll. ""m""'" 

AHb«^«lu«tion..»iI.ble|o.n«hosc*^U.dcn^ 

political and social problems. 

Itis education that enables ustotole^tehum^^^^^^^ 
todeed. it has been America's schools ^^^^^J*^^ ^^^f^^^/J^^ or point of 

who are different by reason of race. ^ 

view. And it has been o«r nation's schools thatjuve uuWte^^^ ^jperous society, 

to successive generations of immigrants, who, m turn, created a free ana prospero 

played a vital role in that educational evolution: 

The Derccntage of high school graduates increased from P?-^"* 

'SHoftfeSn»l?^^^»»"»v 
75 percent. 

- imteracy in this country has been dramaticaUy reduced, 
increased* 

T^ese indicators aU demonstrate that we luvej^come ^J-^l^^^l^;X"r;oi^ 
education has improved, so has OF,«lXTorM SltSfe b flourishing and Americans 

:-,fa»So^o5:t^^^^ 

But the pursuit of exceUence is, by defmitionnot^^^^ 
chan^ng goal which we must pursue aggressively and contmuously. 
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The future Mdttsurefy confront us wtth many new and profound challenges. Rapidly unfolding 
technological -^nd scientific developments will greatly influence our ability to respond to and adjust 
our economic and social programs and institutions. Rising international tensions wiU require a mudi 
more sophisticated national defense philosophy. Intensified intermitional economic competition wiU 
force us to become increasingly more creative and productive. Each of these chaUenges can be met il 
we stick to American basics-particularly a strong education program for all our citizens. 



4 



ERIC 



10 



I 



8 



2— The History of Federtl Support 

r-^^«; for education has evolved over the decades through a series of specific responses 

to tI'"S^c^lior^^^^^ to rationalize American education. 

A v^A^\ role in education was esUblished very early in our nation's history when tracts of 

Ordinance in 1 787, again reserving land for pubhc schools. 

TV • *u iann». th*F-H#.«d«jvermnent realized that two disadvantaged groups of Americans 

some of our most important and presUgious umversities. 
Act of 1920, 

became involved in the direct financing of local pubhc schools. ^ 
in assuring that all Americans are educated. • 
guaranteed educational access to handicapped children. 
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its doors in 1980, it provided a means: 
, • to streamline and better manage Federal education programs 

• to establish a single entity which could be held accountable for Federal education 
pcMdes and programs 

• to create a voice for education at ths highest level of government that would 
increase pubUc awareness of vital education issues 

Federal support for education has not evolved without its critics. Several basic assertions have 
been argued from time to time. Thesc include: 

• Education should be a state and heal responsibiUty. The fact, is that stetw 
and tocal communities have always assumed the Vj! 
education. WhUe vital, the Federal government contributes l«s than e^t 
pCTont of tiie nation's total educational bill It provides funds fmanaally 

■ Sd sSl districts must have if they are to rneet th«.educational requu^^^ 
men?s of their communities. It provides funding for speoal educational nec^^^^^ 
Sid for equaUty of opportumty that many states have been unvwlling or mwble 
toSute themselvS It supports necessary research and development pro- 
Sa^s ttot few states or communities can afford. It coUects and shares needed 
Sation and SaS on a nationwide basis. And it helps coUege students who 
have scant resources to pursue a higher education. 

• Federal support means federal control This is simply not true. The federal 
wv^lS has required ti»at state and local educational agcnaes be account- 
Sk^tte ^y Aey spend tiie taxpayers' money. Thi^ of comje. leads to 
reporting, record keeping and other requirements. B»t Federa^ f 
TdSon has betn charactenzcd by effective fedei^, ^^^^iH^^^J^' 
sWiS No national curricula, hiring poUdes or teachmg methods tov.^^^^^ 
SnSUd. Modest federal requirements have led to remarkably effide^^^ 
Swiee programs. Unlike other areas of federal support, JA^o**^' . . 
dtfe^proSent and housing, education pros«m$ have be^.f 

by waste or fraud, md sUte and local education agencies favejjcen »ble to 
SXe federal assistance into effective tool pro^. In short, ti^c M^l, 
stote and local educational ecology works, federal money has been targetted 
where it is most necessary. 

• The federal government. espedaUy during a period of fiscal retrenchment, should 
^ncenmem national neZs like defense and econorrUc pottcy. f«f J^f 
tion to states and communUies. Such a policy would deny America's history and 
SSJ^Sture. Eduction expenditures directed toward ^tam^^ 
eduSted populace vt a prerequisite to a strong defense and economy. And 
feSffiKs vital to thJt effort. Without it, many commumiies wiU tave 
to Se tMchers, close down schools and eliminate important programs. Critical 
J^ch proSmswill be terminated. Thousands of worthy students will not be 
IwTJfattwd Sege. No community can be expected to foot the entire cost of 
J gSoS eduS for all students from K-graduatc school. We coiUd, of ooune, 
dlTdc tS Americans shouldn't have a good f ^ucation. Contr^^ 

heritage, we could adopt the philosophy that only a select few should be educated. 
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But to do 10 would be pcnnywiie and pound^oolislu Wuc* future E<l»on. Ford, 
M or Sam should we wkgiie to obKUiity? Our values and Amen^ conunon 
SSea^fofwiHur^dehded^^ 

Sl^a^I quaKty education. That cbnunitmerit is nirtbiuil historical, and 
daarving of national support. 

Pv«h more, it is loocal Increasing our defense and industrial capabiUty ii virtuaUy impossible 

^^^^^ 

education provided an effective national response to: 

• the basic skills required by a developing nation; 

• the special needs of disadvantaged pceple; 

• the need for educated employees as the nation's economy expands; 

• the desire to provide veterans with educational opportunities; and 

• threats to our national security. 

Without doubt, eimuion: Impormce today remold « cenMas U has tlmmltout o«r history. 



13 



II 



3-»A Rationale for toad Nature of 
Federal Involvement in Education 

Most educators and political leaders agree that the federal government does indeed have a 
leptimate role to play in pursuing Jefferson's goal of an educated and free sodety. This role can 
be described as having three distinct but complement; purposes: 

• To assure equal educatioml opportunity. This means eiisum students, 
regardless of race, sex, disability^ color, age or ci^ Imye access to a good educa- 
tion. It also means assisting students wi^ 1^ 

a higher education* r ^ . 

• To enhance the quattty of eduattiofu lhism!»ns su|^ 
information about the most effective irays to teadi^i^^^^ 
demonstration pipjects that will helj^. local edu(^tionll ins^^ 

educational product. It also means taking the/necessary i^^ps tb^^ educa* 
tion in schools run directly by the federal government fbr bvmeas de{iehdents 
and American Indians. 

• To provide genemlftnmcial assistance to local educate This is 
particularly true in instances where the federal govenmient imposes financial 
burdens on local education agencies by locating military bases and personnel 
on non-taxable land. 

In each case, these historical commitments have adhered to the principle that the Federal govern* 
ment should supplement, not supplant, the primary role of states and localities in education. Tht NE/. 
strongly beUeves thstt this principle of partnership inust be continued. 

The goal of assuring access.to a good education is manifested in a variety of programs and policies 
designed for the poor, the hahdicapjp^, those with limited English language ability, women and 
minorities. Key among these measures have been: 

• Title lofESEA, which provides Amds spedfically for the education of 
economically disadvantaged children 

• P.L 94-142, which requires all levels of government to equalize- and provide 
availability to-education for the handicapped 

• Title VI of the Qvil Rights Act and Title IX of the Education Amendments of 
J 973, which ensure the protection of students* dvil rights 

• Bilingual education, which provides assistance to those students whose 
proficiency in English is so substandard that it impairs their general capacity 
to learn 
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government has carcfuUy hnuted its lole. GM««"J^ bte^ areas, such as 

tion about American education. 

The National Education Association and other groups within the education community have 
supported these an.' other Federal programs Or several reasons: 



1 States and local atendes have been eUher undbk or unwitting to protect the 

aovemment has tniditionaUy seen to itittat access to edu^^^^^ 
Sd^SeSerihis need still exists in^^ 

ncS ^usly protect every Aiheriwn's right to PM^^Jg^fX 
S^^ght wiU be deUbwately violated in 8ome J0<^ti^ and rcmctsmtly 
Sd to otos because of insufficient funds to pay for needed ^programs. 
It's that simple. 

•> r«.«,r.t.#m«f/ of America's education svstem is a constant and important goal 

naSnal security, the federal government must help ensure, through financial 
ScTtSJes a^d local Sication agencies, that quality education is 
provided. 

3 The federal government's tax base is broader, and its taxes «««^^ 

re^hSve than state and local taxes. This is true even m a period of economic 
uncertainty and budgetary restraints. 

A Certain activities such OS research and information collection and dissemination. 
^^mfmmmuZTfunctions. The federal government has a dear a>m^. 
S^Sto^ over oth« levels of gpvernment i« P^o^^J^J^^;^^; ^IZs 
«.n^iict them more thoroughly and more cost effectively. For example, it makes 
Sul lre™anTh^^^^ conduct a single national analysis of 

literacy rather tiian replicating 50 state studies. 

tunity and quahty education available to aU who seek it. 
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4— MuAging Federal Education Programs 

As the federal government's support for education grew over a period of two centuries, the 
need to ensure well-managed federal programs also grew. 

This concern culminated in 1979 with the acation of the Department of Education. The 
Congress, in establishing the Department, agreed that: 

1 . Education programs had been poorly coordinated; 

2. Fragmented and inconsistent policies often confused state and local 
education officials; 

3 Major education issues had too often been submerged by other priorities 
and politics within the Department of Health, Education and Welfare; 

4 No single, fuU-time Federal education official was directly accountable 
to the President, the Congress and the people to resolve education s 
federaMevel problems. 

The Question of accountability has been a particularly vital one. Before the Department's CTca- 
tion Ste and owl ofS"^^^^^ parents, ind members of Congress had no one they coyld reaUy 
hofd aSSuntKr t^^^ education programs. When poUacs emsmating from 

\^o^ic^^mSl^, no onehad the responsibiUty to resolve the conflict. When paper- 
wSk rJ^em^Stereached staggering levels, no one could be caUed to reduce the flow. In short, no 
one was in charge. 

Today that situation has been reversed. The Secretary of Education can 
aUtf^edSmldeddonsandacttons taken by federal officials. If i»ues mvolvii^other depart- 
menti S the Secretary can take those issues to the abinet table and get them resolved. 

Already in its short and controversial existence, the Department has begun to fulfill the manage- 
ment and accountability goals set for it by Congress. It has, for example: 

• Reduced its staff by 572 positions and saved more than $20 million. 

• Substantially streamlined the regulations process. The time fw issuing regulations 
has ^en reduced from 519 to 240 days and the number of offices required to 
"sign off from 23 to 5. 

• Established its own Office of Inspector General to search out potential fraud 
Sd abme. id to promote economy, efficiency, and effectiveness m programs 
and operations. 

• Developed new collection procedures for defaulted student loans. As a result, 
more than $42 million has been returned to the U.S. Treasury. 
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• Significtntly improved old finimdal management and audit systems, with 
projected savings of more than SSO million. 

• Reduced paperwork requirdhoits and overly burdensome regulations 
for education programs by. (1) chiinging the gmaal reporting require- 
ments from an annual td2triennial ba^-(2) .it^^ 

student loan piograiit and :irtudent^iM<i'foips 
and reduce 6ver/uiicia>^ymentii;|(^^ noR- 
discrimination assu»h(«^f6mi'j(4) propo^ 
changes in such laws as PublicfUw 94^I42s(Edu«^^ Handi- 
capped Childrni Ad;), .vpditi6nal wluatira 

Many of those who vrish to aboliih the DcjMrtmehtof qiiarrel with its record. 

Rather, they chaflenge the Mtion'sshistoric conseto «hould support 

education at alL They not oifly wish to di$mantle:the:DeiM^m#i but al» eMhiate most federal 
education programs and fipdinfc^trahi^ OTRluiistor edu^ discon- 
tinue federdenforccinW, of dyil fights t 

These opponeiite have resorted to provocative, ffistprted and.nef^^ of pubUc edu- 

cation and the Department df Education in order to fHghteni.pedple and encourage them to join their 
anti-public education crusade. 

What will happen if these reactlonay voices succeed In dismmtUng ihe Oepartment of Educa- 
tion and scattering Us few remain^ programs throughout the g6yemme^ 

1 . Education will no longer b* represented at the Cabinet table. Major decisions 
about education, ewnondc poHty, sdentific develppiherit atid research, labor 
policies, and defense -^eparedneiB W^ made without fully considering 
the contributions education^iivould make. 

2. State and local education1bfficiaU:Wifld once again face a bewildering array 
of confused federal policies aiM:j^rtioc8.>Th^ Labor^Department might set 
certain dvil rights requiremenfs foriwwtibna^ eduiattph program the 
Health and Huinan Semce« Dej^i^ different 
ones for education prb#ams M^tii;lm 

would be accountable fflt^^oonfusioC . No: on^^ be charged with the 
responsibility for preve^^^anfficting policies from developing or resohring 
such conflicts. 

3. Federal support for edudition would inevitably erode even further. With 
programs scattered, it-wouMibe difficult to build coalitions to promote 
adequate funding for eduMtion'.";.Educafe>nal groups would be isolated and 
left to fend for theiwlws^; WiMcmt^^ which reflects 
all education program$^#wouid b^ extremely difficult to assess the total 
federal commitment to education and deterihhie whether or not far-flung 
programs were adequate. 

4. Civil rights protections would be weakened and shoved backward. 

5. There would be no visible official to speak for education at the national level. 
In the absence of such a figuie, the:mediji. Congress and the White House will 
make determinations aboiiit ediicatibn^tiidut i(a representation and/ 
or input. In'short, equation ti^ibri^ The 
concerns of students, aSrjhistfa^drs. tw^ arid pareriti wm be smbmerged 
to those of big business^ and defense. And; irithe end; education will suffer. 
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Riang costs, more taxpayer frustratidn with ta:<es, decKning enrollmaits, 
actions by private sOvooh proponents to divert pubHc funds to support their 
programs wiU strain the capacity of every public sdiool system.; This is a 
time when the federal government inust not retreat from its twp^entury 
commitment to pubHc education for aiL If federal support for wiucation 
is further weakened, or if federal invohrement is poorly managed,' states and 
communities wiU find it even more difficult to provide quality education. 
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5— Conclusion 

» 

A critical and responsible federal role in American pubUc educatiifl has evolved over nearly 
two hundred years. Its beginnings were virtually simultaheous with those of our nation. Since 
those early days, that role has been expanded and refined on numerous occasions. At each and 
every step of tli way, new generations of Americai»:poKtial lM.ders, elected by the people, have 
soudit to improve the quality of Amencah life by improying the quaKty of the eduation w^ 
proSde our youth. Ow leaders havb known, as noted Swedish sociologist Gumar Myrdal once 
wrote, that "Education in America's whole history has been the major hope for improvmg the 
individual and society." 

Today, our historic devotion to that principle is being attacked by a different breed of 
poUtical leaders, people who believe that public education is not a basic right, who beheve 
that the federal government is a hindrance rather than a help and who reject the words of 
noted philanthropist George Peabody that "Education is a debt due fxom present to future 
generations." 

We face serious challenges that wiU require a firm national response. America must 
inaease the skills of its work force to compete with strong economic rivals, devise effective 
means of training and employing an entire generation of minority youth who are m danger of 
supping into a lifetime of poverty and despair, train a new generation of scientists who cm tap 
the technological revolution and shape it for our people's benefit, and rebuild our armed 
services to respond to new international tensions. Education must be a key component ol 
such a nationd response. 

The National Education Association and its state and local affiliates are determined to 
maintain and improve the quality of education provided Amcri«'$ (M^n. We ai,e committed 
to the principle of equal and unrestricted educational opportum y. And we will not al»ndon 
the beUef that the f^eral govermnent should be an active participant in the process of achie^ig 
tteSs. Weareproudofoursupportoffederalftmdingforeducatiom weproctoimit. A 
free cotSniSnt to its future is most directty demoi«trated throuf it*!.«^\»"P^^ 

of education. The federal role in that effort is the national affirma^ 
rrStion that the federal govermnent is the only level at which certam elements of equity 
can be achieved. 

If we can, through education, respond to the new and complex chaUences that await us, we ' 
WiU ex^rience an Sciting and rewarding future. If we do not, it will be because we failed to 
invest in our most precious resource, our young people. - ^ 
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APPENDIX A 
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THE ADMINISTRATION'S PROPOSAL: ITS CHARACTERBTICS 

The Department of Education Coalition is unahertbly opposed to the Administration's T^ 
Force wopoSltQ abolish the Department of Education. The Admmistration's senior Task For<« 
SS^fXdevd^sarecomSation to a1«1iAt& Department of Edu^^*" fo^T^^^^ 
wriTto the President in mid-Novemb^sr, 1981. The Task Force has recommended aboishmg the 
Department and creating a subOWnet national education foundation. 

The Task Force chose this alternative over thiir other central option, under which eduction 
programs would be dUpersed throughout the govenmient, and no m«or federal agency would re- 
main whose central purpose was education. 

The Foundation Ploposal 

The proposed Foundation would have the following characteristics: 

1. It would be directed by an official appointed by the President and responsible 
directly to him. On this sense, it would not be a *f foundation" accountable to 
an independent governing l)6ard.. Rather it would be a $ub<abmet, 
independent agency similar to the General Services Admmistration or the 
Federal Emergency Maiagement Agency). 

2. Several major responsibiHties currently assigned to the Department would be 
transferred: 

• Vocational rehabilitation to Health and Human Services. 

• International education to the International Communications Agency. 

• Special educational institutions designed to serve the deaf and blind 
to Health and Human Services. 

• Impact aid program components tc Treasury, Defense, and Interior. 

• College housing to Treasury. 

• Science improvement programs for minority institutions to tiie National 
Sdence Foundation. 

• Indian education programs for urban, non-reservation Indians to Interior. 

• Overseas dependents schools to Defense. 

3. A number of otiier,e3dsting I>rofiTams would be terminated, incluto^ 

of Museum Services, telecommunications demonstrations, aU hTwary support pro- 
grams, migrant education pr^o^wns, and advanced graduate and professional 
fellowships forminiprity studoits. 
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The piograms that would remain in the Foundation include: 

• Vocational Education, Title I, Education for AM Handicapped Children 
Programs, and bilingual education. (The proposal identifies these pjx>- 
grsms as candidates for future block grants.) 

• Higher education student assistance, including direct grants and loans, 
and work study. 

• The new education block grant for educational innovation. 

• The devetoping institutions and apedal services programs. 

• Statistical and research activities. 

• avU rights activities. (The proposal docs not identify where civU right 
enforcement authority would be locatssd.) 
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ASMNISniATIOirt PKOrOSAL: 
ITS PHILOSOPHY AND tHE COAUTlOieS RESPONSE 



APPENDIX A-4 



• ADMINISTRATION'S PHILOSOPHY 



• Tie fcdenltewnunent-tatroded" Into edac«tion,iadtliit 
invohrement must be tolled tack. 



The ciettion of the Foundetton wooM only be a fist >tep. 
Aoordini to the Tt»k Fotee** memonaduin, "^e of the 

Foundation'* «Mi<»"n»»i^^'^'»^*^lS?S^^ 
vtomm that ate mote property tte leaponrifcfflty.of «ate 
SdtoSrmmnenti.- itoadniitaieflf thj^Foiuidatton 
option dted by the -hik Force ii that.lt •^wMea a cen- 
tnl unit to administer eidstiac ttatntes vntQ tiiey ate 
chanrd and which it ftodbk enough to implement ftotute 
poHcy chantes and contraction of functions." 



1 ' 

! DEPAltlMBNT OF EDUCATION COAUnON'S RESPONSE ! 

! 

• j1uftdtnlt09imm*nthuhtd»kiltimattroktopkyin 

tdu€BttoKtt»t1iulydet: 

• aaitilagaqud educational oppottiuiity for an Ameiicant; 

• tnhaadnstfa^qndity of education by snpportinsteswdi 
rtoot effeetiw imn to tM<*:«d kan^ 
MiWaaee'to states and ccwmwiities, coOectint and dbsem- 
iaafbitiittttittictiinfniu other activities; and 

• pnyMaglmitedt^ 

•||iiif(itt , 

Tliesepinpoew hare Wcariifd but in a «»l»Pi?;^ 

ients!StiSSl«ite,:tl»PriW 
in edn ct t fr>r, TWt fatoil tote his wohed .iwith ti-psrtisan 

tivpott!^iiM! thelto^^^^^ 

tchidnstion of such prariuw WPPjat an4 "ww^^ 

aetvice^ the OlIB 1983 i«dg^ proposals to art education pro- 

SSwdtotfofabbaiWiifnuJ^ 
S^142 radtf thlliibS^ ll(K^^ 
Task Fom pnwbni is only iut iateiim step toward the lonter 
tstm obiecaVeofabtdishiniFqiMal^*^ 



Education is not tiewed as a national priority concern, iwd' 
does not merit federal attention or support. A|^ 
Force memorandum argues that an admur of to^^ 
posing aU education programs would ta that it^ e^^^ttes 
S«t the federal role it in the sendee educational institutiont 
can proTlde in support of other Federal purposes. / 



irt*i«r<^bi»tvEdu<^ 

CohoetM of students, parents; teachen; school board memb«t 
and adminitnttob wm he'submert«d to other coiwernt repre- 
sented at thiabiMt>ble;;jMu^ 
ctatus>dinllu«cekWet^^ 
..riA^nae- tnd federal totenimeat adiniMsttatini semcesr au 

aS^d^^eantedby iad^^^ 

«uni«ati6»Aieticy, Federal Em^^ Agency, 

Slid tllO C** f^^^ A ■ f I litff Inn^ 



■ -Mr 



• The Adininlftntiontifunict through to ••New Fe^^ 
that the f c dcnl go wnmeflt thoold pUy t panhre role in 
mtntgini education programs. 



• TlieAdminittr»tioniafersthata7omtotiorf«)^ 
aWnet depotment would pUy a lees ^e, intaaife, and 
implidtly, lest politictl tole in education. 



aceotmttbk under Task Fom froppMl l«thoat tteprestlge 

StfSJ^£SiSoi.pblicl«aff#j^^ 
iS io m«S»ed; No «ie to Wad^ 
aoedwttaUe f(^ ediuationaadchaii^ 

ini poliei« from dmlo^ 
SJyS AsprbirawwdiipeBedtto 
mon'acitt^'ForexampWtadtrtheTaskTorceptopo^ 
a^lSs iHU sudd^ km to desl with muWple sgendet 
aboih the impact aid iwogram^ n^^ . 
CbnfHcting ndM, application requirements and data requestt 
wiIline«iUbiy;develop. 

S6randttm:bbemes:that ^A Fwmdation, »*o«^ 
be accbunaMe to;the fteidettt, would be;an effwttre tehide 
fbr'Moanutogtoftflwtb^ ^ 
i5SStoBgbii:^»q«J»^^^ disdpHned 
^^rom:Srb«imucra^:by « keyappointed offid^ 
(the Fbuiditiod iMd) wbb'oi^ support from 

■<ate'jniiie;Hrase;?--' " ' " ' 



■■,1 

- A' 
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PROBLEMS WITH PROPOSED PROGRAM TRANSFERS 



Certain programs proposed for transfer will be seriously damanged. 
For example: 

harmed by this transfer. 

split support for the program so it can be ehminated. 

in ICA are being drastically cut 
. Tl» Vocation^ RehabiHtation hogram da« T^^.^.^^ ^^^mt, 

!!;'^r;^lSSvSLiui«bii2<ion_^ 

targeted sodal seivica blod! grant adniinittered by HHS.- 

Defense would assure that these concerns would npt,bc addressed, 
c th* Administration's proposal will not save money; Indeed, the cost of MtobBshing a 

;sSSSS«»?Se«»^» 

stantial new costs to local taxpayers. 
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ACXX)MPLISHMENTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 



TO DATE 



TTie Deoartment of Education has been very successful rince its inception or May 4, 198C. In 
«nenL t^SSw ^ streamlined the adiiiistration of education programs, reprwentededu. 
SS^w^e iSSf^S for our country .« beingjet at the Cabinet Uble. tow«rj^^e number 
fedMl education stoff. enhanced public access to education poUcymalang, and unpro^ed rule- 



programs. 



The Public's Perception 



In September 1981. th^ ABC News- Washington Post poll showed the public to be strongly 
against the elimination of the Department of Education-nearly two-thirds, of 63%. 

Hi^iH^ts of AccompUshments 
Examples of the Department's accomplishments include: 

• Reduced its staff by 572 positions and saved more than $20 miffion (72 poritions 
in excess of the 500 positions required to be reduced under the Department of 
Education Organiiation Act within the Department s first fiscal year). 

• Revised the regulation writing procedures substantiaUy 

the time from 519 to 240 days and the number of offices oft from 23 to 5, 
(2) discontinuance of regulations for unfunded programs, and (3) mcorporation of 
public comment at earlier stages. 

• Instituted a new budget process which invoi^« the Secretary of Education as a 
Snet member to determine the impact of budget cuts on education programs. 

• Established its own Office of Inspector General to search out and prosecute cases 
of fraud and abuse, and to promote economy, efficiency, and effectiveness m 
programs and operations. ~ 

• Developed new collection procedures for defaulted student loans (more than $42 . 
million was returned tc- the U.S. Treasury). 

• Improved the financial management and audit systems significantly (projected 
savings of more than $50 million). 

• Reduced paperwork requirements and overly burdensome regulations for eduction 
^gramsffias (I) cSiging the general reporting requirement from a^Jjalto 
^nnial. (2) revising the guklanteed student loan, .program and rtudent «d forms to 
Se&bflttyaS^reducJ^^ . 
Sy^oSSminStioh aSce fSrm in th«?:Qm«:of CMl W^ts. (4) propoang 
SSl^SuSTchang&in^^ (Education of AU 
Handicapped ChUdren Act). vociUional cducaUon. and adult education. 

• Qtated the InterfOVCinmenti>*fiSOry Counca ohEducation to advise the Secretary 
oflducation onSe impact oWctol policies on state and local agenaes ajid . •. : 
institutions. . : 
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• Created the Nitionil Commisiion on Exceflencc in Education to provide «««t^ce 
S?mie«conimendationstotl«SeaetaryofEducati^^ 

of education and teaching, curicula, admisiion standards, educational programs, 
and changes in American education. 

• Established the Office of Education for Overseas Dependents" to carry out the 
transfer of the Overseas Sdwols for Military Dependents to the Department of 
Defense. 

In a year's time, the Department of Eauation hu esUbliihwl itself as a sucoe^id and • 
dBiifi^t a«n«rm impTOTcment of pubfic education is a very important goal which the Depart- 
m?^f ^Sr^^^STlhe role of L federal government in that endeavor is necessary became 
S lad^iSSSe iid local resources. THe Depart;=.nt should be given a chance to achieve 
its goal in the interests of quaKty education for America s duldren^ 
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GOVERNMENT REUTIONS 
NAfTc^NAtiEDUCAtlpN ASSOCIATION • »2on«thSt.N.w..w«hingt«, oc2^^^ 

KRNIC ntOTM. ViM PmMMt 

MMiV NATWOOO PUTRCU, $«'*W^^TfMM»f 

Letter to Congrm ty VtttaTmWbauki 
NEAGofvdimen^ 

I^^t#^'Atp^i''pipp'I;^^i^^ ^, 

Recently, Members of Congrea haviS |»ht*disa «n orchestrated 

petition and postcard o|mp|ipdii^|f^^^ , 

The computewI^4 diiSma:canip- .i^i»jm'mmiji4;m^ makes 
dishonest and distorted accutftioafc The eittinsmist fwups;^ propaganda use emotional 

exptoititi<ai, cberdonfofriMM^ ^Wilie" tedmique to bufld a 
campaign of fear. . - . " ' . - V ' 

A pubKc debate on a pqficy.issue as important as education is always appropriate but a smear campaign 
■ should not be part of ffiat debatis. ■ ' 

The scurrilous campaign of fear generated throui^ the extremist fu^drsl^ tetters of \nrginia 
Delegate John S. Buddey, thelibieriahs'Agaih^ Con^l of Govemmait, and the National 
Tax limitation Cor ^^ia insa^fmpM^ the future of education in 

America*' 

The Department of Education was'i^bMed b yean of hearings, testimony, 

committee actions, and dcbite;,A-afeinet4evei Diq?^ wM;created to awire that education, the 
cornerstone of a dembcracy^B»-coiad«^.a^^ Branch; and that 

education programs are mwu^ed ef||M^ witlwut dupUcatipn and multiple levels 

of bureaucracy. J(S6e'«6i(»<>d^ ^^'^"^-^ r^'-" J 

According to theiteiericiM^Agaanst Union Carier started this 

Union (NEAh,,Ndwjlu$^^^ 
theNEAUhk)h'B<m^f^mim^ 

and the hi^ oM^:of :i^li>epili^^ Regional Liaison, 

formerly Exewtiw EieMrjofite Mot^^^ Hcatherly, Executive Secretary 

and former^ ViaijRwtidcni^^^ 

All of the tettm use tbe.sune^msiyc^ 

1. Emotional e)tptoifc/i^n jEx^wto'^^ revoking around sex and local control issues 

which are totally tun^ btrt |i^)^haUy7 

"Now let me tettyquy^h^tfu^^ of Education is doirig'to.your children, 

yowtnmdcHlSrai^JmiW^ . Graphic md detailed sex 

education U rhamiaiof^ManWldtm Aiid the Department of 

Education nowwmWsi^hacrM force boys andglrb to share the 

same locker robnia fprspom^' XExcapt^ of Delegate Buckley). 
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Not only arc the charges untrue but there are no sex education programs under the Department 
of Education. Such programs are administered by the Department of Health and Human Services. 

*1NEA) promoteda 'mtiomUzedsdtoolamicuUm' (sic) where the federal bureau- 
crats and NBA Union Officials take the place of parents and local school board members 
to decide what your children siiould be taught in school" (Excerpted from letter of the 
National Tax Limitation Committee). 

NEA believes that local sdjool boards and sUte governments should administer and deliver edu- 
cation services. The federal role in education has been and should be to ensure that all Amencans 
have an equal educational opportunity and to assist sUtes and communities to improve the quality 
of education. 

2. Coercion for money-iy conjuring up visions of bizarre ills and dire fates to befaU young people, 
extremist groups attempt to convince the.pubKc to.donate money to save America from this destmy. 

"Pkase, for the sake of our children and President Reagan, mail yotir petitions and contri- 
butions today. Remember, you can't afford to let sex activists poison your children s 
minds" (Excerpted from Delegate Buckley's letter). 

"So please return your signed petition to me today ahng with your contributions to 
AA UCGfor $15, $25, or more if you can afford U" (Excerpted from letter of Amencans 
Against Union Control of Government). 

"But unless we can raise the $136,500 we need to put pressure on members ofCongrea- 
we could see the Department of Education bureaucracy continue to grow" (Excerpted 
from letter of the National Tax Limitation Committee). 

3. Use of famous nomej-Sroear and fear campaigns are given credibiHty in the eyes of the pubHc 
when famous names arc part of the- letterhead. Delegate Buckley uses ths Virginia House of 
Delegates stationary. The Americans Against Union Control of Government featurc^Senator 
Orrin Hatch, Senator Jesse Hebns, and Representative Mickey Edwards. Jhe National Tax 
Limitation Committee letterhead includes the White House Special Assistant to the President 
for Policy Development, Robert Carlcson, and economist Milton Friedman. 

4 ne "big lie" /«di«toi/«-ftopagandists have a basic tenet that the "big Ke," repeated often 
- enough, wiU be considered truth. The petitions attached to their letters use this technique by 
repeating sex and payon* diarges. 

"WHEREAS, the Department of Education has contributed to the greatest sex mis- 
information program America has ever seen, where the school children of America 
are being taught that homosexuality is normal and firee love is permissible, . . 

mW AND THEREFORE, I demand that the Liberals in Congress who created the 
Department of Education heed the public wiU and support President Reagan in 
abolishing this monstrosity" (Excerpted from a Petition of the National Tax 
Limitation Committee). 

"WHEREAS: ne federal government's Department of Education burtaucracy 
was created as a political 'payoff to the National Education Association Teachers 
Union (NEA), 
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WHEREAS: The NEA has used the Department ofEduaUion and my 

toflcW*« US own goaloftotaifederalcontrolover lotMlschoob" (Excerpted from 

a Contribution Reply of the National Tax Limitation Committee) 

If you have any questions or wuld like a copy of these letters, please contact NEA Ctovemment 
Relations at 833-5411. 

Sincerely, 

Linda Tarr-Whelan 

Director of jGoycmment Relations 
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APPENDIX C 

NATIONAL ASSOOATIONS SUPPORTING THE COAUTION 
(StaU nd locil iffiUates sot todividually listed) 
May. 1982 



AMERICAN ASSC^TlONjOF C0»^^ 
AMERiCAN^AJSSbGL^^ 

JJiS^^^OiTiON Of S^^^ <AASCU) 

AJffiRIdW^^i^kSiTig^^^ 
AMERIGXN a)AlMdN:6F bmENS^ 

AliffiWC/^'I)^^ 
AiifEWCSiNBblK^ATIONI^^ 

^wfe>iNiraDERAW>r6iG^^ 

AMEWC>ii-GrEpRUEiil^ . 

AMERlC^^iaB#!iX:'^ASS<^^^^ 

AJffiWGAN 6eGUPXll6Ni0^ ^ 

yjiiERiCAN PERsdipi 

AMERiaW^^Y<iK#i^^ ' 

AJffiWCANSCHOC)!^^^^^ 

AMERICAN SreE(Mlt^G^AGB*EAMI^^ 

AMERICAN STTOift?*?^?^^ 
AMERICAN TMEATiR^A^ 

AMEWCAN;VCX^Tiqif-«i^S^^ , 

^iilll^iS'CA«MI>BVBU)FMENT(ASCD, 
Kli|^l|^S^C!ki.OFU^*CANAI,A(ASBO, 

CfflLDRHtsDEFiNSE^jp^ 

COAUTION FdR^TiERNAtn^ EDUCATION 

S^0nIe»1^OT?CM^ STUDENK (COPUS) 

COLlEGE*MUSieS¥ppVi(a«B);^:;. ..^^^^^^^^ , • 

c6Mi«lF0)^|UMMB?i:^RAM^ . 

COtJNMtFbli^EXGEPnriONAlieffliaaREN,(CEQ^^ 

SSIllmWMci^^ (CASE) 
couNdii'biOTEE^i^^^^^^^ 

COUNaLOFfiB^F^ ,«.,T^«,. 
CUBANAi^IU%l^ 



9^. 444 North Capitol>Str|Bt^hi.W. Sulte;2rQ., J^vyashin^on D.C. 20001 (202) 638-5656 
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Department oi Education Coabtion 

FSige2 

DELTA SIGMA THETA SORORITY, INC. 
EDUCATION SERVICE CENTER REGION Xin 

EL CONGREK) NAQONAL DE ASUNTOS COLEGIALES (CONAQ . 
FEDERAL EDUCATION PROJECT OF THE LAWYERS COMMHTEE 

fflSPANICfflGHER EDUCATION COALITION 
HOME ECONOMICS EDUCATION ASSOCIATION 

INTERAMERICAN COLLEGE OF PHYSICL\NS AND SURGEONS OCPS) 
INTERNATIONAL COUNQL OF FINE ARTS DEAN 
INTERNATIONAL READING ASSOCIATION GRA) 

MID-AMERICAN ASSOCIATION . 
MIGRANT LEGAL ACHON PROGRAM INC. (MIJ^) 
MIGRANT STUDENTS RECORD TRANSFER SYSTEM 
MUSIC EDUCATORS NATIONAL CONFERENCE (MENC) 
MUSIC TEACHERS NATIONAL ASSOCIATION (MTNA) 

S^^^SSmEMENtARi^^ CNAESP) 
N aS>S^ ASSOdATldN OF ESEA TT^ 

SiS^SSS Sffaw CNAFO) 

MA-noNALASSbdATION OFHEPS AND CAMPS DIRECTORS ' , ^ 
St™S^^S^SoN iSpE^ OJAPPA) . 

NATION AL >Ss^tt6n oESbdA^^^ 

^A^JnSlLAsloaASbNo^^^ , 
S152St{:^soaASbN#lfMM , 

SA^oStL^SOdASbFll^^^ . 
NATIONAL AUbI0^yiSUi^L;AS^3CiATI^p^^^ 

tJATlONAl CONGRESS OF PAREmS t TEACHERS (PTA) 
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FageS 

NATIONAL COUNQL FOR THE SOaAL STUDIES (NCSS) 
NATIONAL COUNQL OF DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION (AFGE) 
NATIONAL COUNQL OF LA RAZA 
NATIONAL COUNQL OF SENIOR CITIZENS (NCSQ 
NATIONAL COUNQL OF TEACHERS OF ENGUSH (NCTE) 
NATIONAL COUNQL OF TEACHERS OF MATHEMATICS (NCTM) 
NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION (NEA) 
NATIONAL FEDERATION OF THE BLIND 
NATIONAL IMAGEi INC 

NATIONAL INDIiC^EDUGATION ASSOCIATION (NIEA) 
NATIONALI^RL (Public EducatioiiA^^^ 
NATIONAL FUERtblRlGAl^FORt^^^ ~ 
NATIONAL REHABIUTAlibNi^ (NRA) 
NATIONAL SCHCWL BOARDiASSOQ^^ 
NATIONAL SCHOOL VOLUNTEER PROGRAM (NSVP) 
NATIONAL SOdETY FORCHILDREN & ADULTS WITH AimSM 
NATIONAL STUDENT EDUCATIONAL FUND (NSEF) 

NATIONAL URBAN COALmON 
NATIONAL URBAN LEAGUE 

OPERATION PUSH (People United to Serve Humanity) 
OVERSEAS EDUCATION ASSOQATION (OEA) 

SPEECH COMMUNICATION ASSOQATION (SCA) 
STUDENT NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCL\TION (SNEA) 

UNITED STATES ASSOQATION OF EVENING STUDENTS 
UNITED STATES CONFERENCE ()F MAYORS 
UNITED STATES STUDENT ASSOCIATION (USSA) 
UNIVERSITY & COLLEGE LABOR EDUCATION ASSOQATION 
UNIVERSITY OF MID-AMERICA 

WOMENS EQUITY ACTION LEAGUE 
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